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Mit 4 June 30, 1733. 
Dear SIR. 1 | 
Have read over your Friend's late Pam- 
_ phlet, entitled | The free Agency of Ae- 
countable Creatures, &c.|\ The main Point 
wherein I differ from him, is, The certain 


— 


Futurity of free Actions; which is indeed the 
main Point of Controverſy between him and 
his Opponents. 


I muſt own, Mr. F. hath ſet the Object ions 
in as ſtrong a Light, and hath ſaid as much 
to puzzle the Cauſe, as any I remember to 
have met with upon the Subject. But I per- 
ſuade myſelf, that notwithſtanding all he hath 
ſaid, the Matter may be ſet in a clear Light : 
I mean only, that the certain Futurity of free 
Actions may be clear'd from a Contradiction; 
and, conſequently, a Foreknowledge of them 
be maintained without intrenching upon the 
Liberty of the Agent; not taking upon me to 
ſhew bow theſe free Adions are foreſeen. 


_— Yon 
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You know very well that I am no Enemy 
to free Enquiry : nor do I expeR, as the learn- 
ed Dr. Vaterlaud ſeems to do, (for I find Mr. FE. 
quotes him as on his Side in the Argument, 
tho not in the Concluſion) that a Man ſhould 
believe what appears to him to be a Contra- 
didtion | I ſhould not take it well of any 

Man who ſhould require this of me; becauſe 
I mould be afraid he had a Deſign upon me, 
to make me believe any thing he ſhou'd have 
a mind to put upon me: which I ſhou'd think 
he need not ſcruple to attempt, when he had 
once brought me to this; to believe a thing 
to be true, while at the ſame time it appears 
to me to be a Contradiction: or rather, would 
not this be the Way to make me believe. no- 
thing? It ſeems to me naturally to tend to 
an abſolute, univerſal Scepticiſm. But this by 
the way. To come now to the Matter be- 
fore us. Mm 


Mr. F's Poſition ſeems to me to be attend- 
ed with ſome Conſequences of very great Im- 
portance, which, I believe, Mr. E as well as 
myſelf, would be very loth to grant ; and, for 
this Reafon, I am the more concern'd to en- 
quire into the Force of his Arguments. 


I will not inſiſt on the leſſening the Perfection 
of the Divine Knowledge, according to the No- 
tion which Mankind have generally entertained 
of it, as extending to all future Events. And 
ſurely it muſt be own'd, that ſuch a Compaſs of 

Knowledge is, in itſelf confider', vaſtly ſuperi- 
our to the being gradually inform'd of Things 
, Japumerable by 2a Succeſſion of Events, Hath 

Ros the Man who knoys at this Inſtant all the 


Eclipſes 


1 

Eclipſes that will be for a hundred, or a thou- 
ſand Years to come; who knows diſtinctly the 
Times, the Extent, the Duration of each, c. 
hath not this Man, I ſay, a greater degree of 
Knowledge than I have, who know not when 
any one Eclipſe will happen? Or will any one 
make a Scruple of ſaying, his Knowledge is 
increaſed, when he ſees a multitude of Things 
come to paſs, which were altogether uncertain 
to him before? In ſuch Caſes, I ſhou'd think 
there could be no Diſpute. And therefore, tho 
it muſt be acknowledged, that it is no real 
Imperfection not to know beforehand ſuch E- 
vents as in the nature of things could not poſ- 
ſibly be known beforehand ; any more than 
it is a Defe& of Power not to be able to do 
what is in its own Nature abſolutely beyond 
the Reach of all Power: yet, as every Man 
clearly perceives that ſuch Knowledge as we 
have deſcribed, ſuppoſing it poſſible, is a 
higher Perfection than the Want of it; I am 
naturally led to aſcribe it to God, till I am 

convinced that it is an Inconſiſtency. 


But there are Conſequences, in which we are 
more immediately concerned. If, as Mr. E. 
aſſerts, * No free Action can be certainly. fu- 
e ture; what ſignifies our having the Promiſe, 
yea and the Oath of God, thoſe two immutable 
things (as the Scripture calls them) in which it 
is impoſſible for God to lie? Is not God's keep- 
ing his Word a free Action? By giving his 
Word, did he deſtroy that phyſical Power he 
was before poſſeſs'd of? or is that Power of 
not doing the thing, which he had before he 
gave the Promiſe, ſince annihilated? I always 

thought Faithfulneſs a moral Perfection in God, 
as well as in Man; and that for this, as well 
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as for his Goodneſs in Creating, &c. he is wor- 
thy to be praiſed. 


But farther, if Mr. F's Poſition be right, I 
don't ſee how any thing can be ſaid to be 
Future but the Exiſtence of God : concerning 
whom, becauſe of the abſolute Neceſſity of 
his Nature, it may be (aid indeed, He is, and 
was, and is to come; but as to any thing elſe, 
it muſt depend upon his free Agency; as we 


know the very Continuance of the World 


doth. According ro this, it was no more fu 
ture yeſterday that the Sun ſhould riſe to day, 


than ic was future that I ſhould write what 


I now write: yea, tho God had never ſo ex- 
preſsly and /politively declared that the Sun 
Mould riſe; for that Deglaration would not 
have deſtroyed his Power to prevent it, tho 
his Word would have been an Obligation upon 
him not to have exerted that Power. In 
ſhort then; if“ nothing can be future whilſt 
* a free Agent hath in himſelf a Power to 
te prevent it;“ nothing can ever be ſaid to be 
future but the Being of God himſelf. And 
thus, notwithſtanding that ſolemn Declara- 
tion Mr. F. frequently takes notice of, 1ſa. xiv. 
24. The Lord. of hoſts hath ſworn, ſurely, as J 
have thought ſo ſhall it come to paſs ; and as 1 
have purpoſed ſo ſhall it land : we can have no 
Certainty of any Purpoſe of God that it .ſhall 
ſand; and it would really be Nonſenſe to 
talk of any thing that Hal come to paſs. We 
can ſay of nothing, except the Being of God, 
It will be: concerning any thing elſe we muſt 
only ſay, It may be, It is poſſible; for, accord- 
ing to this Notion, it is not, it cannot be 
Future. © Tg | | | 
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Another thing I am concerned for, is the 
Credit of Revelation, and eſpecially of our 
bleſſed Lord and Saviour. I can't but think 
that any Man, upon reading the ſacred Writ- 
ings, would conclude that God hath there fre- 
uently taken upon him abſolutely to foretel what 
fee Agents would do. Thais is evidently the 
firſt and obvious Appearance of many Pre- 
dictions: and without a previous perſuaſion. 
of its being impoſſible that a free Action ſhould 
be foreknown, the Predictions refer'd to would, 
T believe, be univerſally ſo underſtood; as, in 
fact, they generally have been, agreeable to 
the common Notion of Mankind concerning 
God's Foreknowledge of future Events. 


As to the Prophecies in general, I am apt 
to think there will not be found many which 
do not more or leſs directly include ſome free 
Agency of Men in the Accompliſhment : ſome 

there are that do expreſsly and immediately 
relate to fuch Actions, declaring before hand 
what free Agents will do. I ſhall mention but 
Two under the Old Teſtament: I mean © Pro- 
phecies that were not only conditionally bur 
abſolutely certain at the. Time of the Pro- 

phecy; and yet ſo depended upon the Beha- 
viour of Men acting freely, that they could 
not have been accompliſhed without it.” This 
is what Mr. F. demands (p. 59.) 


The firſt Inſtance I ſhall give of a Prophe- 
cy that may anſwer this Deſcription, is in 
Gen, xv. 13. God ſaid unto Abraham, Know of a 
Surety, that thy ſeed ſhall be a ſtranger in a land 
that is not theirs ; and they ſhall afflict them four 
bundred years » and alſo the nation whom they 


ſhall 
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Ball ferve will I judge. Will Mr. E ſay, This 
was conditional * How cou'd a Prophecy be 
expreſs'd in a more abſolute manner, unleſs 
God ſhould ſay in ſo many Words, I tell you 
this is abſolute and nit conditional? Or was not 
the afflicting Abraham's Seed, while they were 
Strangers in the Land, a wicked thing, and 
conſequently a free Action? Let any one read 
the Account of the Egyptians oppreſſing the 
Iſraelites, and of God's taking Vengeance up- 
on them for ſo doing, in the Book of Exodus, 
and then judge. But it is here plainly enough 
intimated, when God declares, that The nation 
whom they ſhould ſerve he would judge. And 
ſurely it cannot be made a Queſtion, whe- 
ther this Prophecy ſo depended upon the Beha- 
wviour of the Egyptians, that it could not be accom- 
pliſh'd without it; ſince this is the very thing 
foretold in the Prophecy. | 


The other Inſtance I ſhall take notice of, 
is what Eliſba declares to Hazael, who came 
from the King of Hria to enquire concerning 
the King's Recovery, 2 Kings viii. 7, &c. Eli- 
Ha ſaid unto him, Go ſay to the King, Thou 
mayeſt recover : Howbeit, the Lord hath ſpewed me 


that he ſball ſurely die. Who can doubt, when 


he reads the following Hiſtory, but that the 
Lord then ſaw what Hazael would treache- 
roully do to murder the King. But farther : 
Eliſha ſettled his countenance, ſtedfaſtly looking up- 
on Hazael till he was aſhamed : and the Man of 
God wept. Aud Hazael ſaid, why weepeth my 
Lord ? And he anſwered. Becauſe I know the Evil 
thou wilt do unto the Children of Iſrael :- their 
ftrong Holds wilt thou ſet on fire, and their young 
men wilt thou ſlay with the ſword, and wilt daſh 
their children, and rip up their women with. child. 

| Is 
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Is there any ground to queſtion, but that theſe 
were free Actions in Hazael ? It's plain he judg- 
ed them highly criminal ; and he ſeems at that 
time .to have abhorred the thought of com- 
mitting ſuch Wickedneſs. Haxael ſaid, But 
what ! is thy ſervaut a dog that he ſhould do this 
great thing? There is no appearance at leaſt of 
any ſuch Mill or Purpoſe then in Hazael, which 
might make theſe Actions neceſſary, tho in them- 
ſelves irregular and criminal, and ſo to be ſeen in 
their neceſſary Cauſes; as Mr. F. ſuppoſes the 
Caſe may ſometimes be, (v. p. 37.) The Ap- 
pearance, from the whole Account, is altoge- 
ther on the other Side. However, there can 
be no room for any ſuch Pretence in the for- 
mer Inſtance; which was a Prophecy given 
out ſome hundreds of years before ſome of 
the Perſons principally concerned in the ac- 
compliſhing ir, had a Being. 


I proceed now to ſome Paſſages in the New 
Teſtament. The crucifying Chriſt was un- 
doubtedly a wicked Action. Him, ſays Peter, ye 
have taken, and with wicked hands have cruci- 
fied and ſlain; Acts ii. 22. and conſequently ex- 
horts them to repent, v. 38. I might obſerve, 
that in the ſame Verſe where he charges this 
Guilt upon them, it is declared that Chriſt was 


deliver'd by the determinate Counſel and Foreknow- 
ledge of God. | my 


I ſhall not collect the Predictions of Chriſt's 
Sufferings which are to be found in the Old 
Teſtament ; much leſs ſhall enter into a De- 
bate, whether our Redemption by Chriſt was 
only a provifional, and not an abſolute Deter- 
mination of God before the Fall. I ſhall only 
ſay, en paſſant, that, in us Opinion, the Phraſe 


(10) 
po #&7uBoyg u0ops ſeems moſt naturally to be 
of the ſame Import with that Expreſſion of our 
Lord, John xvii. 5. Tpo T8 Tov 400wev e But 
the Phraſe Tpo xpovuv diwviuv, which the Apoſtle 
makes uſe of with relation to the Promiſe be- 
ing given, hath a Signification very different 
from the other. And when Peter ſays, Chriſt 
was verily foreordained before the foundation of the 
world I ſhou'd think that he intends 
that determinate Counſel and Foreknowledge of God, 
which he ſpeaks of Als ii. 23. that is to ſay, 
It was the determinate Counſel of God before 
the World was, that we ſhould be redeemed 


by the Blood of Chriſt, as of a Lamb, &c. But 
I paſs this. 


But let me obſerve in general, with relation 
to the Prophecies concerning Chriſt in the Old 
Teſtament, that both Chriſt himſelf, and the A- 
poſtles after him do plainly ſpeak of the Suffer- 
ings and Death of Chriſt as Things certainly 
predicted by the Prophets. What can be plain- 
er than thoſe Words of our Saviour: Thinkeſt 
thou that I cannot now pray to my Father, and he 
ſhall preſently give me twelve legions of Angels; but 
how then ſhall the Scriptures be fulfilled, that thus 
it maſt be? Mart. xxvi. 54 And the Evangeliſt 
makes this Remark, v. 56. A this was done, 
that the Scriptures of the Prophets might be fulfilled. 
And ſee how Peter ſpeaks, Te have killed the 
Prince of Life And now, brethren, I wot 
that through Ignorauce ye did it, as did alſo your 
Rulers : but theſe thiugs which God before had 
ſhewed by the mouth of all his Prophets, that 
Chriſt ſhould ſuffer, he hath ſo fulfilled, Acts iii. 
13. From theſe, and many other Paſſages in 
the New Teſtament, which you may recollect, 
it ſeems very evident that Chriſt, and his A- 

17 poſtles, 


( 14 I 
poliles, after that they were endu'd with the 
Spirit, conſider'd the Prophecies of the Old 
Teſtament, concerning the Death of Chriſt, 
as abſolute Predictions; inſomuch that if this 
had not come to paſs, the Scriptures would 
not have been true. Doth not our Savi- 
our in effect ſay as much, when he lets Pe- 
ter know, that he could have obtained Deli- 
verance if he would have prayed for it; but 
this he would not do, becauſe then the Scrip- 
tures would not have been fulfilled. Knoweſt 
thou not that I could now pray to my Father — 
But how then ſhould the Scriptures be fulfilled, that 
thus it muſt be ? By the way I may obſerve; If 
the Death of Chriſt was abſolutely foretold, 
here was a certain futurity and foreknowledge of a 
free Action of our Bleſſed Saviour, in giving up 
himſelf into their Hands, as well as of the 
free Agency of his Enemies, in taking him and 
putting him to Death. Our Lord tells Peter 
expreſsly, that he could then have obtained 
Deliverance, (not to mention other Paſſages 
which aſſert moſt plainly this Truth, and which, 
I ſuppoſe, no Chriſtian makes a Doubt of ) 
here was an Event certainly future, and fore- 
told as ſuch, which yet we know was in 
Chriſt's Power to have prevented. 


But I would more eſpecially confider the 
Declarations of Chriſt himſelf with relation to 
three Particulars. The Firſt is concerning his 
own Death and Sufferings : The Second con- 
cerning Peter's denying him: The Third con- 
cerning Judas's betraying him. TI ſhall recite 
fome Paſlages out of the Evangeliſts; and leave 
it to you, or any Man to judge, whether 
Chriſt did not ſpeak of each of theſe as cer- 
tain, and pretend to know them as ſuch be- 

= 2 fore 


( 12 ) 
fore they came to paſs ; and whether they do 
not ſtand there as abſolute, and not only as 
conditional Predictions. I ſhall endeavour alſo 
ro make it appear, that the Things foretold, 
viz. the Crucifying Chriſt, &c. are repreſent- 


—_ free Actions, if any Actions of Men are 
o. | : 


As to the Firſt - Several Evangeliſts mention 
Chriſt's foretelling his Death, with many Par- 
ticulars of the Treatment he ſhould meet with 
at Jeruſalem. I ſhall cite but one Paſſage. 
Mark x. 32. He took again the Twelve, and be- 
gan to tell them what things ſhould happen to him: 
ſaying, Behold we go up to Feruſalem ; and the Son 
of Man ſhall be delivered to the Chief Prieſts and 
20 the Scribes, and they ſhall condemn him to Death, 
and ſhall deliver him to the Gentiles, and they 

Shall mock him, and ſhall ſcourge him, and ſhall 
ſpit upon him, and ſhall kill him; and the third 
day he ſhall riſe again. In this expreſs manner 
did our Saviour ſpeak of his Sufferings and 
Death and Reſurrection, again and again; (not 
to mention a multitude of other Paſſages where 
he plainly refers to his Death and Crucifixion 
and conſequent Reſurre&ion, as things ſhort- 
ly to come to paſs, which you can eaſily re- 
collect.) I ſuppoſe I need ſay no more to 
prove that the Ad of the Jews, in putting him 
to Death, c. was free; ſince it has been al- 
ready obſerved, that the Apoſtles charge it 
upon them again and again as their great Wick- 
edneſs, I ſhall only add, that our Lord plainly 
ſuppoſes this when he prays for their Forgive- 


neſs, Father, forgive them, for they know not what 


uns The 
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The Second Inſtance will be no leſs plain: I 
mean the foretelling. Peter's Denial. Take St. 
John's Account of this, Chap. xiii. Peter ſaith 
unto him, Lord, why cannot I follow thee now? J 
will lay down my Life for thy ſake. Jeſus anſwer- 
ed him, Wilt thou lay down thy life for my ſake ? 
py, ep, I ſay unto thee, The Cock ſhall not 
crow till thou haſt denied me thrice» Would not 
any Man, upon hearing ſuch a ſolemn Aſſeve- 
ration, ſay, That Chriſt pretended to be cer- 
tain of the Matter. Or will Mr. E ſay, that 
Peter's Denial of his Lord was no Sin ? Un- 
doubtedly Peter himſelf thought he had ſinned 
grievouſly, when he went out and wept bitterly. 
And doth not Chriſt ſuppoſe it a Sin, when 
he ſays to Peter, I have prayed for thee that thy 
Faith fail not : and thou, when thou art con- 
werted, ſtrengthen thy Brethren. Or, will it be 
ſuggeſted, that Peter had at that time ſo far 
habituated himſelf to ſuch ſort of Wicked- 
neſs, as to have deſtroyed his Freedom, and 
to make his denying Chriſt in thoſe Circum- 
ſtances a neceſſary Action, tho irregular and cri- 
minal, (as Mr. F ſuppoſes ſome Actions may be, 
p. 37+)? Far from it. Who queſtions but that 
at this very time, when Chriſt foretels his Fall, 
Peter had a ſincere Zeal for Chriſt, and meant 
to do as he ſaid, namely, to lay down his 
Life for his ſake ? 

1 Our 
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N. B. It was ſome Days before the Paſſover that Chriſt 
ſpake thus to Peter; vid. the beginning of that 1 3th Chap- 
ter of John, For tho it may ſeem by Chriſt's Expreſſion, 
The Cock ſhall not crow until thou haſt denied me; as if 
this were ſpoken that very Night in which Chriſt ſuffer'd ; 
yet it is evident this was ſaid to Peter immediately * 
5 | e 
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Our Lord is as expreſs in foretelling Judas's 
betraying him; and at the very ſame time re- 
preſents it as a very wicked thing, Mat. xxvi. 21. 
h, I ſay unto you, that one of you ſhall betray 
me. Upon the Concern of the Diſciples at 
this general Declaration, and their earneſt En- 
quiry, Which of them it was; Chriſt anſwers, 
He that dippeth his hand with me in the diſh, he 
it is that ſhall betray me. The Son of Man goeth 
as it is written of him : but wo to that Mau by 
whom the Son of Man is betrayed ; it had been 
good for that Man if he had not been born. Then 
Judas which betrayed him anſwered and ſaid, 


— 


— 


the Supper, John 13. beg. when Judas was gone out to 
ſeek how he might betray him. When therefore Chriſt 
ſays, The Cock ſhall not crow we are to conſi- 
der thoſe Words as relating to the Time when this Reſo- 
lution of Peter's ſhou'd be put to the Trial. Wilt thou 
& lay down thy Life for my ſake? Verily, 1 ſay unto 
te thee, that when the Time ſhall come, that I muſt go 
« where I told thee thou canſt not follow me now, and 
te thou ſhalt have an Opportunity of ſhewing what thou 
te wilt do for my ſake; that very Night, inſtead of lay- 
« ing down thy Life for my ſake, before the time of 
« Cock-crowing, thou wilt deny me thrice.” We are to 
date this Prediction (if I may ſo expreſs it) as to the 
Matter of it, from the Time when it how'd be put to the 
Trial whether Peter would then follow Chriſt or not. So 
that ſome Days after this Declaration of Chriſt, we find 
Peter perſiſting in the Reſolution of laying down his Life 
for his Maſter ; v. Mat. xxvi. 33. And ſhall we think he 
diſſembled all this while? We might add (if any thing 
more were needful to confute ſuch Suſpicion) the Words 
which Chriſt ſpake to him, together with the Diſciples 
whom he took into the Garden to watch with him, when he 
found them aſleep ; Math. xxvi. 40. ——— He ſaith unto 
Peter, What, could ye not watch with me one hour? 
Match and pray that ye enter not into temptation : the 
Spirit indeed is willing 151 _ ” 
| Maſter, 
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Maſter, is it I? He ſaid unto him, Thou haſt 
ſaid. It may not be improper to obſerve, that 
Jeſus had foretold this before that time here 
refer'd to. For the Supper mentioned by 
John, at which our Saviour declared the ſame 
thing, and gave a Sign to John, who lay on 
his Breaſt, to notify the Perſon, was ſome 
Days before the Paſſover ; vid. John xiii. And 
Chriſt ſpoke thus before Satan enter d into Ju- 
das. So that we have no reaſon to ſuppoſe him 
under any neceſſitating Influence when Chriſt 
mentioned It, ver. 21. Jeſus was troubled in ſpi- 
rit, and teſtified, ſaying, «pw I ſay to you, that one 
of you ſhall betray me. And when John, upon 
Peter's beckoning to him, asked who it ſhould 
be of whom Chriſt ſpake ; Jeſus anſwer'd, He 
it is to uhom I ſhall give a ſop, &c. What ſhall 
we ſay? that Chriſt did not know that Judas 
would do this, when he ſpake of it once and 
again in ſuch a poſitive manner ? Did he 
ſpeak only by gueſs? The Evangeliſt ſays ex- 
preſsly, He knew who ſhould betray him; ver. 11. 
therefore, ſaid he, Ie are not all clean. Yea, and 
Chriſt himſelf ſays, that he told them this be- 
forehand, that they might be confirm'd in the 
Belief of his divine Miſſion: Now I tell you 
before it come, that when it is come to paſs, ye 
may believe that I am He, ver. 19. Nay, the 
ſame Evangeliſt tells us, that Jeſus knew it 
long before this: chap, vi. 64. Jeſus kneu from 
the: beginning, who they were that believed not, and 
who it was that ſhould betray him. And it was 
long: before this that Jeſus ſaid, Have not I 
choſen yon twelve, and one f you is a devil : He 
ſpake; favs the Evangeliſt, of Fudas Iſcariot, 
a roc Yap mus Zvrov Tub I might ob- 
ſerve yer farther; that our Lord 2 
EL aiter 
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after him St. Peter, ſpake of this Fa& as fore- 
told in the Old Teſtament. Chriſt in his 
Prayer for his Apoſtles, Fo. xvii. 12. Thoſe that 
thou gaveſt me I bave kept, and have loſt none 
| but the Son of Perdition, that the Scripture might 
be fulfilled. Doth not this imply that the Scrip- 
ture would not have been fulfilled if he had 
not been loſt ; and that for this reaſon Chriſt 
was not under the ſame Obligation to keep 
him as the reſt of the Apoſtles > The Words 
of Peter are, Acts i. 15. This Scripture muſt needs 
have been fulfilled, which the Holy Ghoſt, by the 
mouth of David, ſpake before concerning Judas 
But what I chiefly inſiſt on, are the Predicti- 
ons of Chriſt himſelf And I muſt profeſs, when 
I read in the Evangeliſts the things above- 
mentioned, I can't poſſibly, in my own Thoughts, 
clear our Lord from the Charge of having taken 
upon him abſolutely to foretell the free Actions of 
Men. | | 


We might add to the Inſtances that have 
been given, his frequent foretelling the cruel 
and wicked Treatment his Diſciples ſhould meet 
with; (vid. inter alia, Mat. xxiv.) as alſo, the 
Revelation which God gave to him to ſhew to his 
| ſervants things which muſt ſhortly come to paſs; 
and he ſent and fighified it by his Angel to his ſer- 
vant John. Did not John, think you, when 
he ſaw thoſe Viſions, (and, indeed, doth not 
every one who reads the Book of the Reve- 
lation) look upon them as pretending, at leaſt, 
to repreſent thoſe things as certainly future? 
And ſhall we not find there a great deal of 
 Wickedneſs foretold > What think you of all the 
Abominations of the Whore of Babylon? But the 
Judgments foretold plainly ſuppoſe this. 
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Mr. F. is pleas'd to ſay, p. 59. Shew me 
but one Event which was abſolutely ſure to be, 
and yet could not have been without ſuch free 
Actions of the Creature, which upon the 
whole might never have been; (he muſt, or 
ought at leaſt ro mean here, which the Crea- 
ture had power to have avoided; for that is all 
which Mr. F. can require to the making an 
Action free) © and I own myſelf confuted.” I 
know not whether Mr. E will allow any of 
thoſe Events above-mentioned to be of that. 
Number: Good Wits may find out Evaſions 
which I could never think of. I can only fay, 
to me they appear evidently to be ſuch : and 
can't help thinking, as I ſaid before, that any 
indifferent Perſon would conclude, from the 
Paſſages recited ; that the Prophets of old, and 
eſpecially our bleſſed Lord, did pretend ar leaſt, 
abſolutely to foretel what free Agents would do. 
And if, after all, there can be no ſuch thing. 
in Nature as the certain Futurity of a free Ac- 
tion; I can't but be under ſome Concern for 
the Credit of the ſacred Writings, and in par- 
ticular for the Character of our Saviour. Let 
us ſee therefore if we cannot clear this Point 
from the Contradiction which Mr. F. would 
faſten upon it. I am not without hopes that 
this may be done by a clear ſtating he Terms 

we make uſe of, and keeping cloſe to the Ideas 
We affix to them. | | 


I begin firſt with the Notion of a Contradie- 
tion. This always hath reference to two Afers 


tions or Suppoſitions, the one of which deſtroys 
| the other. £ 
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By a free Action, I underſtand an Action done 
by an intelligent Being; who had, at the time 
of doing it, a Power in himſelf to do it or to 
forbear doing it. I think this is agreeable to 
Mr. F's Notion of Freedom. | 


As to the Word Huture; I have as clear a No- 
tion of what is meant by it, as I have of what 
is meant by the Word Preſent, or as what is 
meant by the Word Paſt ; all which need not, or 
indeed will ſcarce bear any Explication. I wou'd 
only. obſerve ; that all theſe Terms relate only 
to the Exiſtence of a Thing, or ſome Fact or 
Event, entirely abſtracted from any reference 
to the Cauſe or Manner of its coming to pals. 
The Notion of preſent, or paſt, or future, is juſt 
the ſame, whether the Term be uſed concern- 
ing an Event ſuppos'd to be the Effect of a 
neceſſary Cauſe, or concerning a free Action. 
When I ſay, The Sun roſe {ix Hours ago; The 
Sun will ſet fix Hours hence; The Sun ſhines 
now; God created the World ſix thouſand Years 
ago ; God upholds the World now ; God will 
deſtroy the World ſix thouſand Years hence; 
God hath promiſed to. give. eternal Life ro 
them that obey him; God will make good his 
Promiſe : In all theſe, and like Caſes, the No- 
tions of paſt, preſent, and future, are the ſame, 
and relate only to the Event or Fact; and are 
equally intelligible, whether the Event be from 
a neceſſary Cauſe, or a free Agent. I underſtand 
as well what [ ſay, when I ſay God will keep 
his promiſe, as when I ſay God will exiſt for euer: 

underſtand as well what I ſay, when I ſay, 
Chriſt wil come to Judgment, as when I ſay, 
Chriſt did come into this World And, no doubt, 
W: the 
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the Diſciples underſtood as well the Words of 
Chriſt, when he ſaid, Yerily, verih, I ſay unto 
you, that one of you will betray me, as they did af- 
terwards, and we Co now underſtand this Pro- 
poſition, Judas did betray Chriſt. 


Now as the Ideas of paſt, preſent, and future, 
are as clear and diſtin& as any Ideas we have; 
it is evident that, with reſpect to each ot them, 
we may form the like contradictory Pre poſi- 
tions: This is preſent, This is nor preſent; 
The Sun ſhines, The Sun doth not ſhine ; I am 
writing, I am not writing ; Such a thing was 
done yeſterday, That thing was not done ye- 
ſterday; The Sun did ſhine two Hours ago, 
The Sun did not thine two Hours ago; I did 
write yeſterday, I did not write veſterday ; 
Such a thing will come co paſs, That thing 
will not come to paſs; The Sun will riſe to 
morrow morning, The Sun will not riſe to mor- 
row morning; God will deſtroy the World to 
morrow, God will not deſtroy the World to 
morrow. Will any one ſay that the Contradic- 
tion in the laſt Inſtances, which relate to Eau- 
rity, is not as manifeſt as in the Inſtances re- 
lating to the two other Caſes, namely, of things 


paſt or preſent 2. 


J add: it is no leſs evident that in all the 
Caſes both contradictory Propoſitions cannot 
be true; and that one muſt be true, the o- 
ther falſe. Is this evident with reference to 
things paſt ? it is no leſs ſo with reference to 
future. e. g. Is it true that Chriſt was cruci- 
fied ? it muſt then be falſe to ſay, That 
Chriſt was not crucified. In like manner, if I 
8 8 God will deſtroy the World to morrow; 
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and you ſay, God will not deſtroy the World 
to morrow ; we cannot both be right: what 
one ſays, is a Truth; what the other ſays, is 
falſe. Nor doth the Truth or Falſhood of the 
Propoſitions which relate to things future at all 
depend upon our Knowledge of the Event, any 
more than the Truth or Falſhood of the Pro- 

ofitions which relate to things paſt. Should 
[ ſay, You were at London yeſterday; and ano- 
ther ſay, You were not at London yeſterday ; 
both could not ſay the Truth: the one Aſſer- 
tion would be a Truth, the other a Falſbood; tho 
neither He nor I ſhould know which was true 
or which was falſe, till you, or ſome other Per- 
ſon, ſhou'd inform us. We know from the Pro- 
ofitions themſelves being contradictory; that 
both cannot be true; that one muſt be true 
and the other falſe. And it is exactly the ſame 
with reſpe& to things future, 


I have been more prolix than perhaps was 
needful : but I was willing to make this one 
Point clear ; that any one might, as it were, 
feel within himſelf that he hath as clear a No- 
tion of a Thing's being future, without any man- 
ner of reſpe& to the Cauſe bringing the Event 
to paſs, as he hath of a Thing's being paſt ; yea, 
as clear a Notion of Futurity, when applied to 
a free Action, as he hath of a free Action's be- 
ing paſt. He underſtands himſelf as well, when 
he ſays, God will ſome time hereafter deſtroy 
this World ; as he doth when he ſays, God did 
{ome time ago create this World: And this 
Propoſition, God will reward the Righteous, is full 
as intelligible as the following Propoſition, God 
wil exiſt for ever, or, The divine Being will con- 
tinue for ever. 

But 
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But you will ſay, perhaps, What have you 
got by all this? when the Difficulty urg'd by 
Mr. F. Kill remains; viz. That the Suppofition of 
certain Futurity infers Neceſſity, and e's re 
deſtroys Freedom. Of this preſently. 1 wou'd 


only obſerve, in the mean time, that we have 


got thus much, if what we have inſiſted on be 


admitted: It appears that we have a clear No- 


tion of a free Action's being future; yea, and 
that every free Action that comes to paſs in 
time, was once future; that before it came to 


paſs, thoſe two Propoſitions concerning it, It 


will be, It will not be, were contradictory Pro- 
poſitions, the one of which was true, the other 
falſe; juſt in the ſame manner, and with the 
ſame Evidence, as the two Propoſitions, It was 
fo, It was not ſo, are contradictory, and the one 


true, the other falſe, after that the thing is 


paſt. 


But to come to the Point. It's faid, The 
certain Futurity of an Action infers a Neceſſity 
of it, or makes it neceſſary. How ſo? When 
it's ſaid, Such a one will uſe his Power ſo; 
doth that deny his Power? The very Propoſi- 
tion ſuppoſes and aſſerts his Power: the Pro- 
poſition, I ſay, ſuppoſes the Agent to have the 
Power of doing or not doing; and aſſerts only, 


that he will uſe that Power in ſuch a manner, this 


way and not that way. 1 8 


But it's ſaid: If this be a true Propoſition, 
That a Man will do ſo; then it is impoſſible 
he ſhould not do ſo: What will be, muſt be.“ 
Or on the other hand, If a Perſon may, and 


knows he may forbear what he certainly will 


do; 


an Agent of the phyſical Power of acting or 


Si 
do; this is in effect to ſay, that he may, and 
certainly knows that he may, make an immu- 
table Truth falſe, and an immutable Falſhood 
true; z. e. do Impoſſibilities, work Contradic- 
tions, do that which cannot poſſibly be done.“ 


p. 87. But here let us take in the true Notion 


of Contradiction. That, as we obſerv'd, always 
implies two Aſſertions or Suppoſitions, the one 
of which deſtroys the other. Now to ſay, or 
ſuppoſe, that an Action wil! be done, and to 
ſay, or ſuppoſe, that the ſaid Action wil! not be 
done, is indeed a Contradiction: In like man- 
ner to ſay, a Perſon wil, at ſuch a time, have 
power to do ſuch a thing; and to ſay, he wil 
not, at that time, have power to do it, is a 
Contradiction. But what Contradiction is there 
in ſaying, A Perſon will do ſo at ſuch a time, 
tho at that very time he ſhall have power to 
do otherwiſe? or what Contradiction is there 
in ſaying, Such an Event will happen, tho a 


certain Perſon will have it in his power to pre- 


vent it? Who doth not ſee, that both are per- 
fectly conſiſtent, and both may be true? 


And whereas it's ſaid, That if the one be 
ſuppos'd true, namely, that he will do ſuch a 
thing, the contrary is impoſſible ; i. e. it is im- 
poſſible he ſhould not do it: the Fallacy lies 
in the Application (if I may ſo expreſs it) of 
the Word impoſſible; which doth not at all re- 
late to the Power of the Agent, but to another 
Point, which is perfectly conſiſtent with ſuch 
Power in the Agent. i. e. *Tis impoſſible that 
the contrary Suppoſition concerning the Fact or Event 


ſhould be true : a logical kind of Impoſſibility; 


which hath no more Influence to the depriving 


not 
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not aging, which he is poſleſs'd of in himſelf, 
than the Impoſſibility of the Non-exiſtence of 
a Man in the Indies, when he doth actually exiſt 
there, can take away my power of acting or 
not acting. This, I chink, may plainly appear, 
by putting in the very Terms of the Perſon's 
having ſuch a Power into the two Propoſitions. 
As thus: It is certain that Mr. F. will write a- 
ain upon this Subject, tho he will have power to 
er writing. This being ſuppoſed; it is a 
Contradiction to ſuppoſe that he will not write, 
tho he have the power to forbear writing. From 
this Contradiction ariſes the Impoſſibility we 
are ſpeaking of. But what is that Impoſſibility ? 
Is it an Impoſſibility of his having in himſelf 
the Power to forbear writing ? No ſurely ; this 
was ſuppoſed in the Propoſition : but an Im- 
poſſibility of the contrary Propolition's being 
true; namely, That he will not uſe the Power 
of writing, which he hath ; an Impoſſibility, I 
ſay, of this latter Propoſit ion's being true, the 
other contrary Propoſition being before ſup- 
poſed true. It is granted therefore; that when 
a thing is ſuppoſed to be certainly future, it 
is a Coutradiction to ſuppoſe that it ſhould be 
aftually prevented; and in this reſpe& we may 
ſay, it is impoſſible it ſhould be prevented: but 
it is no Contradiction at all to ſuppoſe, that 
a Perſon ſhould have in himſelf à Power to 
prevent, what it is infallibly certain. he will 
not prevent. And Ican grant, that “ if all the 
Villanies in the World were certainly fore- 
known ; attually. to have prevented any of them, 
would have been to have proved Infallibility 
fallible.“ (Pref p.6.) For this doth not hin- 
der but that the guilty Perſons might have in 
themſelves a Power to have prevented what it 
137 | Was 
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„„ 
was infallibly certain they would not uſe their 
Power to prevent. In this there is no manner of 
Contradiction. 


But ſays Mr. F.. A Power that can't be 
exerted. without making a Contradiction true, 
is no Power; or is a Power to do Impoſſibi- 


lities: But a Power to prevent what's certain, 


is a Power to make what's certain not certain: 


Now for a thing to be certain and not cer- 


tain, is a flat Contradiction.“ (p. 28.) The 
foregoing Conſiderations may relieve us under 


the Weight of this formidable Argument. For 


let it be remember'd, as was ſaid before, that the 
Contradiction lies in the two contrary Suppo- 
ſitions concerning the Fact or Event. As thus: 
Ir is ſuppoſed certain, that ſuch an Action will 
be done at ſuch a time: to ſuppoſe it not done 
at ſuch a' time, is indeed a Contradiction to 
the former Suppoſition. But then, put the Caſe 
the Action be not done: this doth not make 
4 Contradiction true, but really makes the for- 
mer Suppoſition falſe. And: tho tis granted, 
that the actual making what's: certain not cer- 
tain, is a Contradiction; yet there is no Con- 


tradiction in ſuppoſing, that a Perſon may have 


a Power to do that, which, if done, would 


make a former Prediction falſe; when at the 


fame time it is ſuppoſed certain, thut he will not 


ſo uſe his Power. : 


In like manner: when'it'is ſaid, A Power of 
not doing what it is certain we ſhall do, is a 


Power to do Impoſſibilities; becauſe it is impoſ- 


ſible that that which is certain ſhould not be 


done; it is to be conſider'd, that the Impofſi- 


bility here ſpoRen of doth nor at all relate to the 
| Power 


give an Inſtance of a Man's not doing what 
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Power inherent in the Agent, as if it was aſ⸗ 


ſerted that he hath a Power to do what is be- 


| Yond the reach of his Power; (as for Inſtance, a 
Power to fly in the Air, when he hath no Wings 


to fly with; or the like:) but the Impoſſibility 
relates to the Inconſiſtency of two oppoſite Sup- 
politions concerning the Event. It is impoſſible 
that both ſhould be true ; and, ſuppoſing the one 
to be true, the other cannot be true : but there is 
no Impoſſibility in conceiving that a 'Perſon 
ſhould have a Power of not doing a thing, tho it 
be known that he will not uſe that Power. 
In ſhort; tho it 1s impoſſible that a thing ſhould 
be certain and not certain, it is not impoſſible 
that a Perſon ſhould have in himſelf a Power 
of forbearing to do what it is certain he will 
do. This, I think, any one may eaſily conceive, 


And therefore, when Mr. E demands; “? Thoſe 


who pretend to ſuch Power, let them actual 


prevent what's certain, and we'll believe theß 
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can: this, however at firſt hearing it may 
ſeem very ſmart and pungent, is altogether be- 
ſides the purpoſe ; ard, if it might not be 
reckon'd an Incivility to your Friend, I ſhould 
venture to ſay, will appear upon due Conſi- 
deration to be a ridiculous Propoſal. As if 
there could not be a Power when it 1s not 
exerciſed ; whereas this muſt be Fa& in every 
free Action. It cannot be ſaid to be free, ac- 


cording to Mr. F's Notion of Freedom, (if I 


take him right) if a Perſon have not a Powet 
of not doing a thing at the ſame time that 
he does it. And I might with as good reaſon 
ſay to Mr. F. Thoſe who ſay a Man hath the 
Power of acting or not acting, let them once 


he 


1 "MW 
he actually doth, and we will believe that he 
had the Power of not doing what he did.” For 
the not actual! preventing what it's 1 
certain he will not prevent, is no more à Proof 
of his not having a phyſical Power of prevent- 
ing it, than a Man's not forbearing to do 
What he actually doth, is a Proof that he hath 
not in himſelf a Power to forbear. 1 
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Let it be obſerved, for the farther clearing this Matter: The 
Neceſſity we ſpeak of, when it's ſaid, What is certain muſt be, 
or the [mpoſbiliry of a thing's not coming to paſs when it is 
ſuppoſed certain that it will be; theſe are not, cannot be, an- 
tecedent to the Action, as real Cauſes of the Action; but are 
indeed merely Conſequences upon the Action's being conſi- 
der'd as certainly future. That is to ſay, The Agent doth not 
do what he doth becauſe it was certain that he would do 
ſo, and therefore muſt do ſo: but, on the contrary, be- 
cauſe be would uſe his Power of acting in this Way, and 
not in another, therefore this Action was future; and be- 
ing ſo, i. e. certainly future, it was impoſſible it ſhould 
not be future: whereas, if the Perſon would have acted 
etherwiſe, which he might have done if he would; then 
that other Action, inſtead of what is now certain, would 
have been certain; and it would have been in the ſame 
manner impoſſible that that ſhould not have been. Hence 
it is evident, that whatever we may ſay ex khypotheſs, of 
the Neceſſity of a free Action's coming to paſs; this Ne- 
ceſſity (or Impoſſibility of its not coming to paſs) doth 
not lay any manner of Reſtraint upon the Power of the 
Agent, but is only a Reſult from the Suppoſition, That he 

will uſe his Power in this way, and not in that. 1 have 
it now in my Power to go to London or not to go to 
London: it 1 make uſe of this Power in going to Lox- 
don, will any one fay, I was under Conſtraint, was ne- 
ceſſitated to go, becauſe it was certain yeſterday that 1 
ſhould uſe my Power this way, and not the other? or 
do 1 loſe my Power of reſolving to ſtay at home, be- 
cauſe, upon the Suppoſition of its being certain yeſterday 
that 1 would go, it was impoſſible it ſhould be true that 


I 
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I fhall illuſtrate the Matter before us by a 
Denunciation pronounced by our Saviour; 
where he expreſſes, in the ſtrongeſt Terms, 
the Certainty of the Event, and, it you will, 
an Impoſſibility that it ſhould be otherwiſe ; and 
yet plainly ſuppoſes, in the Perſons who do 
the things, a Power to have done otherwiſſ. Wo 
to the World becauſe of Offences, eveyuy Yep ee 
eMew Tx oM , Mat. xviii. 7. or, as Luke 
hath it, evenTJexTov £51 py Ihe. yet he 
adds, Wo to that Man by whom the Offence com- 
eth: which ſurely our Saviour would never 
have added, if he had not known at the [ame 
time that it would be in the Power of the 
Man, by whom the Offence cometh, to have 
avoided it. FO 


When it is ſaid, that The Word and Oath of 
God are two immutable things, in which it is im- 
poſſible for God to lie; what is this Impoſſibili- 
ty? Doth God's giving his Word and Oath 
take away from him, deſtroy, and annihilate 
the phyſical Power he had before, of ſay- 
ing or doing that which would be contrary 
to what he hath now declared? If ſo; what 
Thanks for keeping his Word when he cannot 
help it > Muſt we make the divine Nature 
mutable (for ſo it is, if he loſes the natural 
Power he once had) in order to make his Word 
immutable ? Is there no way of eſtabliſhing 
his moral Perfection without deſtroying his na- 
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1 would not g0 ? This I take to be the whole of the 
Matter: And What is there in this inconſiſtent with Free- 


2 | 
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tural Perfection? but the Miſchief is, that this 
would deſtroy the moral Perfection too. How 

is it then ſaid to be impoſſible that God ſhould 
lie? Not ſurely for want of a natural Power in 
God to ſay or do the thing which, would be 
contrary to his Word and Oath : doubtleſs 
that Power is the ſame it ever was; and with- 
out this, Faithfulneſs would be no Virtue. But 
whereas it is inconſiſtent with Faithfulneſs for 
one to go back from his Word, and this Vir- 
tue belongs to God in the moſt perfect de- 
| gree; it may therefore be ſaid, Tis impoſſible 
| for God to lye, i. e. tis impoſſible, and a Con- 
| tradiction, that the moſt perfect Faithfulneſs 
| ſhould be unfaithful. Mr. F. may, if he pleaſes, 
call ſuch a Power in God, a Power to make a 
Contradiction true; a Power to do Impoſſibilities : 
yet it is ſuch a Power as he muſt allow in fact, 
; | unleſs he will deny Faithfulneſs in God to be 
a moral Perfection, and his fulfilling his Pro- 
miſe to be a free Action. On the other hand, 
if God be allowed to be a free Agent in keep- 
| ing his Word, we have here an undeniable In- 
| ſtance of a Power (a phyſical Power) of forbear- 
ing to do that which it is certain will be done, 
or of doing that which it is certain will not be 
done; i. e. in Mr. F's Phraſe, a Power to pre- 
vent what is certainly future; and that when the 
actual preventing it would be a Contradiction 
| to a known Truth. This is all we want in 
eſtabliſhing the certain Futurity of a free Ac- 
tion. | 


3 And now, if the certain Futurity of free 
1 A ions doth not involve a Contradiction, I think 
myſelf obliged to aſcribe to the moſt perfett 

Being the Foreknqwledge of them. For to me 

| it 


(29) 

it appears evidently a greater Perfe&ion to 
know all things at once, than to have his Know- 
ledge perpetually increaſing as things come to 
| paſs, and to be at an Uncertainty and in Suſ- 
pence till he ſees what the Creature will do; 
to be forming the nobleſt and moſt important 
Schemes proviſionally, for Occaſions which, for 
aught he knows, may never happen, &c. And 
when, moreover, I find the ſacred Writings 
ſpeaking ſo plainly of ſeveral Predictions of 
free Actions, and of the actual Accompliſhment 
of ſuch Predictions; if there be no Contradic- 
tion in the Suppoſition, there is no room to 
queſtion the Fact. 


Nor do I ſee that the Goodneſs of God 
will gain much by denying his Preſcience. The 
Objections againſt that would have much the 
ſame Force upon his not interpoſing in the 
time of imminent Danger, which we cannot 
þur ſuppoſe the All-ſeeing One muſt, in many 
Caſes, be apprehenſive of, time enough to pre- 
vent the Evil; tho we ſhou'd ſuppoſe he were 


not abſolutely certain what the Creature would 
do. : | 


If what I have offer'd be ſufficient to vin- 
dicate the Poſſibility of God's foreknowing the 
free Actions of Men, and the Scriptures do aſ- 
ſert the Fact; there remains only the Difficulty, 
How God doth foreſee what a free Agent will 
do. But Mr. HF will not inſiſt on this. 


As to myſelf, tho I think it altogether un- 
reaſonable for any Man to require my believ- 
ing a thing while it appears to me to involve 
a Contradiction; I make no Difficulty of be- 

| lieving 


tan) - 


lieving many things, when yet I can't pretend 
to explain the manner— This I leave to others, 
being ready to receive Light, if it may be of- 


* 


fer d; or if not, am content to be ignorant. 
J hope, Sir, you will not reckon it Conceited- 
neſs in me to ſay, that I am clear in my own 
Mind, as to the Point I have undertaken to 
defend ; viz. the certain Futurity of free Ac- 
tions, and, conſequently, a Poſſibility of their 
being foreknown. If I could not have ſatiſ- 
fy'd myſelf in the Argument, I ſhould not have 
preſumed to have offer d my Thoughts upon 
the Subject. But if I ſhall find that what I 
have ſaid ſatisfies you alſo; it will give me the 
double Pleaſure, of having your Approbation, 
and of being farther confirm'd in my own Judg- 
ment, | 


1 amy Tc. 


FINIS. 


